THE CAMARET BAY LETTER
ness, and ten or twelve thousand additional tegular troops
were on the spot in pursuance of orders issued nearly two
months before. These steps were taken by the French upon
the reports of their own intelligence sendee and agents;
and that they had been taken was known on both sides of
the Channel. The Jacobites at Saint-Germains knew it;l
William himself and his Council knew it.2 The secrets of
both attack and defence had leaked out; the counter-measures
had been or were being taken; and the English Government
were aware of both facts. Such was the position in the last
week in April.
For what followed we must refer to the Xairne Papers,
the origin of which an earlier chapter has described. These
can all now be seen in the Carte Collection in the Bodleian.
Those containing the charges against the Revolution leaders
are eight in number.
(1)  The James Memorial.
(2)  The Melfort Instructions.
(3)  The Landen Memorial.
(4)  The Berkeley Report.
(5)  The Sunderland Memorial.
(6)  The Arran Letter.
(7)  The Floyd Report.
(8)  The Camaret Bay Letter.3
With these last two, which alone concern Marlborough,
we must now deal.
Saint-Germains were naturally anxious to maintain credit
with their French hosts for knowledge of England and all
that passed there. Floyd, Groom of the Bedchamber to
James II, had been again in London since March, He sought
1 Floyd Report, Macpherson, i, 480.
a King William's letter of June 18 to Shrewsbury, Cose, Shrewsbury Carrespondstxt*
P- 457-
3 A detailed and searching analysis of each of these documents was published in
The English Historical Review of April 1897 by Lieut.-Colonel the Hon. Arthur Pamell,
R.E. He arrived at the conclusion that they were not only thoroughly untrustworthy,
but in most cases, especially the Camaret Bay Letter, actual fabrications. His argu-
ment was countered in the same review, in July 1920, by Professor G. Davis. The
two articles read together give a comprehensive view of the controversy.
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